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1 . Claims 5-7 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .142(b) 
as being drawn to a nonelected species, there being no allowable generic or linking 
claim. Election was made without traverse in the reply filed on 4/30/2007. 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 25-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being anticipated by Huber 
et al. (5,163,584). Huber a method for drawing liquid including directing inert gas from 
32 through 25 into a bottle 24 to cause liquid to be removed from the bottle, dispensing 
the removed liquid through a channel 26 or 27 into a spout 198 and cleaning the spout 
by directing inert gas into the spout from 30 to 44 and 194. 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 4, 1 1 , 1 3, 1 6-21 and 25-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over French (2,61 6,767) in view of Trusselle et al. (4,350,1 87). French 
discloses a tap dispenser apparatus including a vertical bottle 100, an inert gas source 
15, a body 1, lifting means 6, manual taps 7, a first channel 17, a second channel with a 
first side pipe 34 and a second side spout 41 , a chamber between 42 and 43, and a 
pinch valve 46 substantially as claimed but does not disclose a third channel. However, 
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Truselle teaches another tap dispenser having a gas inlet channel 62, 64 connected to 
the spout for the purpose of preventing dripping by cleaning excess fluid from the 
exterior of the spout. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to provide the apparatus of French with a 
third channel as, for example, taught by Trusselle in order to clean excess fluid from the 
exterior of the spout. 

6. Claims 4, 1 1 , 1 3, 1 5-21 and 25-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over French (2,616,767) in view of Mueller (5,524,683). French discloses 
a tap dispenser apparatus including a vertical bottle 1 00, an inert gas source 1 5, a body 
1 , lifting means 6, manual taps 7, a first channel 17, a second channel with a first side 
pipe 34 and a second side spout 41 , a chamber between 42 and 43, and a pinch valve 
46 substantially as claimed but does not disclose a third channel. However, Mueller 
teaches another tap dispenser having a gas inlet channel 62, 64 connected to the spout 
for the purpose of flushing and cleaning the spout. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide 
the apparatus of French with a third channel as, for example, taught by Mueller in order 
to flush and clean the spout. 

7. Claims 8, 14 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over French (2,616,767) in view of Trusselle et al. (4,350,187) as applied to claim 13 
above and further in view of Torimitsu et al. (6,71 5,641 ). French discloses a tap 
dispenser substantially as claimed but does not disclose an electric valve controlled by 
software. However, Torimitsu teaches another tap dispenser having a software 
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controlled tap 26 for the purpose of automating the dispensing function. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to provide the apparatus of French with a software controlled electric valve as, for 
example, taught by Torimitsu in order to automate the dispensing function. 

8. Claims 8-10, 14 and 22-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over French (2,61 6,767) in view of Trusselle et al. (4,350,1 87) as applied 
to claim 13 above and further in view of in view of McHale (5,913,454). French 
discloses a tap dispenser substantially as claimed but does not disclose the dispenser 
to be controlled by software with an actuating card and a liquid crystal display. 
However, McHale teaches another tap dispenser that is controlled by software and is 
actuated by a card with a liquid crystal display as shown in figure 6for the purpose of 
automating the dispensing function. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide the apparatus of 
French with a software control, a liquid crystal display and a card as, for example, 
taught by McHale in order to automate the dispensing function. 

9. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over French 
(2,616,767) in view of Trusselle et al. (4,350,187) as applied to claim 13 above and 
further in view of Owen (5,031 ,799). French discloses a tap dispenser substantially as 
claimed but does not disclose a conical mouth. However, Owen teaches another tap 
dispenser having a conical mouth 226 for the purpose of achieving a better bottle seal. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
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invention was made to provide the apparatus of French with a conical mouth as, for 
example, taught by Owen in order to achieving a better bottle seal. 

1 0. Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. Applicant contends that the subject 
matter of claim 3 has included in new claim 13. However, claim 3 called for the a bottle 
channel (16) to be connected to the inert gas circuit and a second spout channel (17) to 
be connected to the same inert gas circuit. This limitation is missing from claims 13, 17 
and 25 and the two channels as claimed can be connected to two different sources. 
Also claim 3 defined the valve as being an electric valve with a piston which limitations 
are also missing from claims 13,17 and 25. Finally, line 6 of claim 3 called for the spout 
channel (17) to enter or have access to the chamber of the electric valve piston which 
limitation is missing from claims 13, 17 and 25. 

1 1 . Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to J. Casimer Jacyna whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4889. The examiner can normally be reached on Wed. thru Fri. 9AM-7PM, Mon. 7AM- 
1PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kevin Shaver can be reached on 571-272-4720. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 

USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 

system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/J. Casimer Jacyna/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3754 



